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WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Art Unit: 2688 

DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 



1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after allowance or after an Office action under £x 
Parte Quayle, 25 USPQ 74, 453 O.G. 213 (Comm'r Pat. 1935). Since this application is eHgible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been 
timely paid, prosecution in this application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 
Applicant's submission filed on 12/19/05 has been entered. 

Accordingly, Claims 1-4 are pending for fiirther examination as follows: 



Information Disclosure Statement 

11. The Information Disclosure statement (IDS) submitted is in compliance with the 

provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the examiner has considered the information disclosure 
statements. 



Double Patenting 

III. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In reLongi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 
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Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

IV. Claims 1-4 provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-10 of copending U.S. Application No. 1 1/249976. 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because all of the claimed limitations of the present U.S. AppUcation No. 09/621045, for 
example, Claim 1 is explained in following table, is transparently found in Claim 1 of copending 
U.S. AppUcation No. 11/249976 with obvious wording variations. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 



Instant Claim of U.S. AppUcation No. 09/621045 


Related Claim ofU. S. Patent No. 11/249976 


1. A mobile telephone set comprising: 


1. A mobile telephone, comprising: 


Display means for displaying information 
including telephone numbers or characters 
comprising; 


A display which displays information 
including telephone numbers or characters; 


A first address data bus connected to principal 
integrated circuits such as control means and 
storage means; and 


A first address data bus connected to a 
controller and a memory; and 


A second address data bus for connecting said 
control means and said display means 


A second address data bus connected to said 
controller and said display, and providing 
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wherein said control means controls said first 
address data bus and said second address data 
bus independently. 


said controller controls said first address data 
bus and said second address data bus 
independently. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

V. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 

invention was made. 

VI. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jahagirdar et al. 
(US 6125286) in view of Yoshida et al. (JP 405014540A) 

Regarding claim 1, Jahagirdar disclosed a mobile telephone set comprising: 

Display (130; Fig.l) means for displaying information including telephone numbers or 
characters (CoL2; 56-63) comprising; 

A first address data bus connected to principal integrated circuits such as control means 
and storage means; (524; Fig.5, Col.4; 27-39) and 

Jahagirdar fails to disclose a second address data bus for connecting said control means 
and said display means independently of said first address data. However, Yoshida teaches in an 
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analogous art, that a second address data bus (44; Fig.4) for connecting said control means and 
said display (36; Fig.4) means independently of said first address data; (42; Fig.4) wherein said 
control means controls said first address data bus and said second address data bus 
independently. (Abstract) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to modify Jahagirdar including a second address data bus for 
connecting said control means and said display means independently of said first address data in 
order to attain miniaturization and Ught weight by providing a bus for sending a control signal 
and stopping the transmission through the transmission bus when the portable terminal 
equipment receives a data. 

VII. Claims 2 & 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jahagirdar 
& Yoshida as applied to claims above and further in view of Szczutkowski et al. 

Regarding Claim 2, the above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except controlled to prohibit access to said second address data bus while said communication 
means is receiving signals. However, Szczutkowski teaches in an analogous art, that a mobile 
telephone as claimed in claim 1, further comprising communication means for transmitting 
signals via a radio line wherein said control means is controlled to prohibit access to said second 
address data bus while said communication means is receiving signals. (Col. 8; 7-44) Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify 
Jahagirdar & Yoshida including controlled to prohibit access to said second address data bus 
while said communication means is receiving signals in order to transmit separately. 
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VIII. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jahagirdar & 
Yoshida as applied to claims above and further in view of Kubes et al. 

Regarding Claim 3, the above combination disclosed all the particulars of the claim 
except a lower voltage. However, Kubes teaches in an analogous art, that A mobile telephone as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein said second address data bus is driven by lower voltage than said 
first address data bus. (Col. 5; 24-35) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to modify Jahagirdar & Yoshida including a lower voltage 
in order to reduce the voltage used in LCD. 

IX. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sharad Rampuria whose telephone number is (571) 272-7870. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. (9-5:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on (571) 272-7495. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this appHcation or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 09/62 1 ,045 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2688 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Apphcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://portal.uspto.gov/extemal/portal/pair. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free) or EBC(a)MSPto.20v . 

Sharad Rampuria 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2688 




GEORGE ENG 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



